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rules. Moreover, nothing could be easier than obeying laws we have our-
selves laid down. In this, we do not have to go and ask others to do anything.
The matter concerns only those of us who raised our hands [in support of the
resolutions], and I refer only to those Congressmen who arc non-co-operators.
When I think about them, my heart sinks, I feel doubtful whether we shall
get swaraj this year.
In reply I said: There is some truth in what you say. Not all
of us obey the rules we lay down. You will admit, though, that we
are not today as negligent in this matter as we were twelve months
ago. We can say that people have by and large respected the
Nagpur Resolution. Where they have not respected it, they admit
their weakness and are trying to overcome it.
With this reply, I partially succeeded in satisfying the ques-
tioner but I was myself not satisfied. The doubts seemed to be
serious enough. I was set athinking. I told him at the moment
that I would write about the matter in Navajivan, but I find that as
I write this I feel more troubled by his doubts. While my defence
of the people seems justified, I can see that we shall need greater
readiness on our part to implement our own resolutions. We cannot
rest content with the logic of "on a heath a castor-oil plant is
king". We are being tested by the touchstone of swaraj, and do
not prove pure gold. There is in our gold more than the usual
admixture of other metals. Only the expert can discover how much
of gold there is in what he tests. So far as we are concerned, we
should reveal in the test the highest degree of purity necessary for
winning swaraj. Till we do so, how can we have the needed
strength? The questioner's argument is also valid, namely, that
we members of the Congress should be able to prove ourselves,
without any special effort on our part, gold of one hundred per
cent purity. It is evident that all of us do not obey the resolu-
tions of the Working Committee and our respective provincial
committees with machine-like regularity.
There is a reason for this negligence. All this time, we have
been raising our hands in support of resolutions without proper
consideration, out of fear or a sense of shame or through hope of
some gain. This does not become a lover of freedom. Even if he
is in a minority of one, he would vote against a resolution with
which he does not agree, and in a democratic organization he
would be congratulated on his boldness and respected. We may,
thus, oppose any resolution which we disapprove, discuss every reso-
lution threadbare and adopt it only if we are convinced finally that
there is good in it. But having once adopted a resolution, we should